Scholars have paid much attention to the problems existing in the land expropriation risk assessment system and the sound countermeasures from a qualitative perspective. Empirical research on land expropriation social stability risk assessment from the micro-level perspective is limited. This study analyzed the Chinese social stability risk assessment system of land expropriation though a case study of a land expropriation project in China. The current social stability risk assessment system of land expropriation, which includes the assessment purposes, principles, contents, methods, and results, was analyzed. We concluded with lessons and deficiencies from the current social stability risk assessment system. The research findings show that: (1) the current land expropriation risk assessment system mostly takes the land administration department as the main body of responsibility, identifies the risks by means of seminars, visits, letters, and visits, and takes the opinion of the masses or experts as the risk assessment result.
Introduction
Many developing countries worldwide have undergone very rapid urbanization in recent decades [1, 2] . With this rapid development of urbanization, a large amount of agricultural land has been expropriated as infrastructure and national construction land, which has greatly met the needs of social development. However, there are many problems in the process of land expropriation that have negative impacts on social stability and development. Therefore, the problem of land acquisition conflict urgently needs to be solved.
The urbanization rate increased from only 17.9% in 1978 to 52.6% in 2012, and in March of 2014 in China, the central government put forward an ambitious plan to realize an urbanization rate of 60% by 2020 [3, 4] . By promoting more peasants to migrate into urban areas, the process of urbanization fulfills the government's responsibility to allow more people to enjoy the advantages and benefits of rapid development. During urbanization, ironically, there have been various risks and uncertainties in environmental, economic, and social aspects, bringing severe damage to people's (especially peasants') welfare and well-being [5] [6] [7] [8] [9] . Accompanying the rapid urbanization, numerous infrastructures, especially engineering construction projects and modern industrial construction For instance, in terms of hydraulic infrastructure construction projects, the scope and approaches of risk management were introduced [31] . Based on a case study of the Jixian Industrial Park project, a local government-driven key economic development project, the pattern of how local governments implement social risk management was revealed. This study primarily illustrated the framework used to conduct social risk management of large construction projects, determining that the processes of land expropriation and acquisition cannot be investigated clearly. Based on Yueqing City and Jiaxing City, Zhejiang Province, the variations of possible factors leading to conflicts in land acquisition with background conditions were identified [32] . However, the whole process and the effectiveness of conducting social risk management in land expropriation cannot be understood. Therefore, this paper aims to reveal the framework of social risk management in land expropriation and to further assess the effectiveness of social risk management after land expropriation. The study is carried out in the context of a Jingsong Old-age Care Services Center in Dingzhou City, a pilot city for the latest land expropriation and acquisition policy. The examination of the effectiveness of social risk management is not only useful for identifying the problems in social risk management, but it is also meaningful to further drive the socially friendly reform of land expropriation and acquisition. Specifically, the reminder of this paper is structured as follows: Section 2 overviews the evolution of land expropriation policies in China, the causes of land expropriation conflicts, land expropriation conflict management, and social stability risk assessment. Section 3 introduces the case study area and the framework of social risk management that will be utilized for land expropriation. Section 4 rates the social stability risks in land expropriation and further assesses the effectiveness of social risk management after land expropriation. Section 5 discusses the drawbacks and problems in the implementation of social risk management in land expropriation, and Section 6 concludes this paper and proposes some recommendations for the next reform step.
Literature Review
With the frequent occurrence of land expropriation conflicts in recent years, scholars have paid a significant amount of attention to land expropriation issue [33] . How to solve the conflict of land expropriation has also become a hot research topic [34] . We review research on the evolution of land expropriation policies, causes of land expropriation conflicts, land expropriation conflict management, and social stability risk assessment caused by land expropriation in China.
The Evolution of Land Expropriation Policies in China
Land problems related to political stability and societal security have been significant concerning since ancient Chinese times. Since the foundation of the People's Republic of China, the government has undertaken several stages of land expropriation reform. In 2004, in particular, the central government announced that land acquisition or expropriation should be implemented for the sake of the public interest [35] . Although it is widely acknowledged that there are several differences between land acquisition and expropriation, Chinese laws do not distinguish between land acquisition and expropriation but refer to all land acquisition behavior by the government as land expropriation [36, 37] . Therefore, this section adopts the terminology of "land expropriation" to present the evolution of land appropriation policies in China.
The progress is divided into five stages: (1) The establishment of land expropriation (1950) (1951) (1952) (1953) (1954) (1955) (1956) (1957) . The framework for land expropriation in China was preliminarily established. (2) The stagnation of land expropriation (1958-1981)-after the "Cultural Revolution" began in 1966, the government's work was completely affected [38] . Land expropriation was at a standstill until the Third Plenary Session of the Eleventh Central Committee [39] . (3) The intensification of land expropriation management (1982) (1983) (1984) (1985) (1986) (1987) (1988) (1989) (1990) (1991) (1992) (1993) (1994) (1995) (1996) -this stage moved land management in China from chaos to governance, and land management was strengthened. Nevertheless, there were many commanding characteristics in land expropriation. As a result, the basic means of land expropriation was hierarchical quota examination and approval, and the planning control was not sufficient, which affected land expropriation [40] .
(4) A combination of land expropriation and land transfer occurred (1997) (1998) (1999) (2000) (2001) (2002) (2003) (2004) (2005) (2006) (2007) (2008) (2009) (2010) (2011) . At this stage, land expropriation was explored and perfected in accordance with the requirements of establishing a socialist market economy system. The most prominent characteristic was that land use control was carried out according to the overall land use plan [41] . However, because the planning system was not perfect, there was some weakness in the implementation of the plan. For example, local governments modified and broke through their plans at will [42] . (5) The reform of land expropriation (2011-current)-after 2008, the reform of the land expropriation system received extensive attention after the Chinese government put forward the "reform of the land expropriation system" [9] . In 2011, the Ministry of Land and Resources approved 11 cities for land expropriation projects. The pilot project involved reducing the scope of land expropriation, reforming the examination and approval system, perfecting the compensation and placement of land expropriation, and implementing social security for famers who had been expropriated. Nevertheless, the pilot work faced great difficulties in reducing the scope of land expropriation and reforming the examination and approval system. After 2016, The Ministry of Land and Resources began to try to jointly reform the pilot areas and combine the "three plots reform" [43] . Since 2015, 33 counties and cities have launched "three pilot reform" (including rural land expropriation reform, the profitable collectively-owned construction land entering the market, homestead reform) projects for rural land reform [43] . Nevertheless, the duration of the three reforms was too short, and the results achieved had some limitations and could not be widely spread and applied throughout the country [44] .
Based on the evolution of land expropriation in China mentioned above, land expropriation was greatly influenced by the social and economic system [45] . In the transformation from private ownership of land to collective ownership of land, and from a highly centralized planned economy to a socialist market economic system, land expropriation has undergone significant changes. Land expropriation was a basic system of land use in China. The change in land expropriation reflected the change in the basic land use policy, especially through the protection of cultivated land and the influence of the situation of saving land. Therefore, land expropriation reform should be regarded as a systemic reform rather than an individual reform [46] . At different stages of development, the main contradictions faced by the land expropriation system in implementation were different. For example, in the era of planned economy, although the level of compensation for land expropriation was very low, the land expropriation and resettlement methods included employment arrangements [47] . Therefore, land expropriation was generally welcomed by farmers. Land expropriation was not difficult, but it led to excessive land waste [39] . Since the reform and opening up, although the compensation standard for land expropriation has been raised repeatedly, it has become increasingly difficult to obtain land due to the cancellation of employment arrangements [36] . Obviously, this problem cannot be solved simply by raising the compensation standard for land expropriation or by narrowing the scope of land expropriation. Therefore, land expropriation reform needs to find appropriate entry points and focus points according to the changes in major contradictions in different periods, and it should be improved along with household registration, employment, social security, and collective property rights.
Causes of Land Expropriation Conflicts
At present, research on the causes of land expropriation conflict mainly focus on land conflict from the point of view of land systems, property rights, social and economic development imbalance, and land expropriation compensation.
Land system reform is the direct result of important changes in the relations of the production of a society, which break the original patterns of land occupation and distribution [48] . However, the groups of interest in the original land system with damaged interests try their best to restore their original interests by means of resistance or even struggle. Under this situation, the difficulty of land system reform increases, and there is a hidden danger for the emergence of land conflict [49] . The ambiguity of land rights regards the inducement of all kinds of land conflict [50] . The unclear ownership of land leads to confusion about the right to use land. The final result of the competition for the right to use land resources is land conflict; this is also an important factor that induces land conflict [51, 52] . The causes of land conflict also include an imbalance in socio-economic development [53] [54] [55] . Land conflict may be also caused by a contradiction between fixed land resources and a growing population, between foreign population migration and the original land use mode, and between land price change and land production potential [56] . In addition, the contradiction between low land expropriation compensation and the rising land price leads to farmers being in an inferior position [57] . Tagliarino et al. proposed that negative socioeconomic impacts are caused by land acquisition without adequate compensation, and they thought a transparent and participatory process should be fulfilled during land expropriation and community compensation [33] . As a result, due to dissatisfaction with land expropriation compensation, there is conflict between farmers and land expropriators [58, 59] .
Land Expropriation Conflict Management
The purpose of studying land expropriation conflict is to realize the effective management of social stability risk caused by land expropriation conflict [60] . The settlement of land expropriation conflicts is considered to be a process, for example, Petrescu-Mag et al. proposed that it is a process of management, circumvention, transformation, and resolution. Moreover, in this process, the importance of transformation is significantly higher than that of the other three, because transformation will make the possible land expropriation conflict develop in a favorable direction [61] . In China, research on the conflict management of land expropriation has obvious regional characteristics. The management of land expropriation conflict is generally considered from the perspective of social stability and economic interest. From the perspective of maintaining social stability, as an important part of farmers' rights protection activities, farmers' land disputes have threatened social stability [62] . From the perspective of economic interests, landless farmers should get reasonable compensation [63] .
Social Stability Risk Assessment
According to social risk theory, it is difficult to eliminate the risk completely when it comes into being, but the risk manager can effectively avoid the harm of risk by actively controlling it [64] . At the end of the 1980s, Chinese scholars began to study the risk assessment of social stability. In 2012, the government stipulated that social stability risk assessment should be carried out for major fixed asset investment projects. Social stability assessment was mainly carried out using the social risk assessment index system and the social risk assessment method.
Regarding the social risk assessment index system, on the basis of comparative analysis and summary of the laws, regulations, and technical standards of social stability risk assessment of housing expropriation in various places, combined with the characteristics of housing expropriation, Cai and Zhang established a risk assessment model for the social stability of housing expropriation from legal, reasonable, feasible, and safety aspects, and selected the effective analytic hierarchy process (AHP) and blur comprehensive assessment methods by using AHP and fuzzy comprehensive evaluation methods synthetically [65] . Liu et al. proposed a practical framework of social risk management to identify specific social risks under the dominance of the local government [10] .
Regarding the social risk assessment method, Liu and Li put forward the framework for social stability risk assessment (SSRA) in China by using theoretical and normative methods from the point of view of the social risk of a national engineering project. The results of the study provided a clear functional explanation for the formation mechanism and evolution model of social stability risk assessment, and a systematic technical evaluation was carried out [66] .
Through the above analysis of research on social stability risk assessment, it can be observed that there is a lack of theoretical research on the factors and mechanisms influencing social stability risk, the identification method of social stability risk, and the evaluation method of the social stability risk grade, especially regarding social stability risk assessment caused by land expropriation.
Methodology

Study Context
The land expropriation project under study is being carried out in the Jingsong Old-age Care Services Center in Dingzhou City, Hebei Province, China. Jinsong Old-age Care Services Center has been levied 4.97 hectares of collective land in Zongsitun Village, Beicheng District. The project is a non-profit pension institution and is used for medical and health charity land. The land is transferred and negotiated by agreement. The price of the land parcel was 52,364.81 USD in 2016. The land will be levied as state-owned land with the approval of the Hebei provincial government in the form of the tenth batch of land for construction in 2016. The planned land use will be for social welfare. The plot is located in north of Dingcheng Village, Beicheng District, Dingzhou City, Hebei Province (Figure 1 ). 
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Framework of Social Risk Management for Land Expropriation
Through the social stability risk assessment, we aimed to achieve the following: identification of the potential risks of the land expropriation project and the risk level; the development of risk prevention measures; avoidance, reduction, or control of social stability risks that may arise within the scope of this project through dealing with them at the source; safeguarding of the implementation of the project and the interests of citizens, legal persons, and other organizations; prevention and dissolution of any mass social conflicts and disputes that may be caused by the parties involved in the implementation of the project; the maintenance of social stability so as to improve the construction project plan; and improvement of the project's decision-making and approval process.
The assessment framework mainly includes site survey, public survey, and comprehensive 
The assessment framework mainly includes site survey, public survey, and comprehensive analysis methods. In a "site survey", the social stability risk assessment group verifies the authenticity of the project. Specifically, the social stability risk assessment group verifies the location and surrounding area of the project (natural environment, demolition, traffic environment, etc.) and initially determines the sources of risk. In a "public survey", the social stability risk assessment group investigates the reflections of land-expropriated farmers on the land acquisition project. Specifically, the social stability risk assessment group distributes opinions to stakeholders; records personal information such as name, gender, age, telephone number, address, work, etc.; and aims to understand the opinions and appeals and sign the confirmation for the land acquisition project (Figure 2 ). location and surrounding area of the project (natural environment, demolition, traffic environment, etc.) and initially determines the sources of risk. In a "public survey", the social stability risk assessment group investigates the reflections of land-expropriated farmers on the land acquisition project. Specifically, the social stability risk assessment group distributes opinions to stakeholders; records personal information such as name, gender, age, telephone number, address, work, etc.; and aims to understand the opinions and appeals and sign the confirmation for the land acquisition project ( Figure 2 ). 
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(1) Validity Analysis and Assessment
•
Is it in line with the policies of the country and is it is in conflict with the existing laws, regulations, or policies? • Are the definitions of stakeholders involved accurate? Is the justification of the adjustment valid? •
Is it in compliance with the provisions of the decision-making processes or procedures?
(2) Reasonable Analysis and Assessment (2) Questionnaire (2) Questionnaire
We conducted a questionnaire survey on the famers who had been expropriated. A total of 92 questionnaires were distributed, 91 were recovered, and there were 89 valid questionnaires; thus, the effective rate was 96.74%. Through field research at the headquarters of Tunchun Village in Beicheng Ddistrict, interviews with villager representatives, heads of village collectives, and persons in charge of the land expropriation reform of government departments were conducted. Meanwhile, questionnaire surveys among farmers were conducted (Table 1 ). It was found that a land expropriation pilot project had been successfully carried out. In the process of land expropriation, compensation and resettlement for land expropriation were more scientific and rational than before, and the villagers were more satisfied with the land expropriation work. The work of the village collective staff members was better promoted. In order to make the villagers understand, the government issued a series of support policies and documents. These all contributed to the further implementation and improvement of the pilot land expropriation reform in Dingzhou City. Do you think the project will have a negative impact on you?
What adverse effects do you think the project will have on you?
If the project has an impact on you, are you willing to accept it?
Do you support the implementation of this project?
If you object to the implementation of the project, please give reasons.
Do you have any suggestions for this project?
Controllability Assessment
(1) Risk Identification
The factors that led to social stability risks in the general land expropriation project were mainly due to compensation for land expropriation and house demolition in accordance with the Measures for Land expropriation in Dingzhou City (for trial implementation) [67] . According to the features of the expropriated land and the surrounding environment, the characteristics of the project were initially identified ( Table 2) . Table 2 . Social stability risk factor identification table [67] .
Number
Risk Factors Risk Factor Content
Land expropriation and house demolition and compensation 1
Land expropriation and house demolition and compensation
Whether the construction land is in line with the local conditions, the overall requirements of saving and using the land resources, the relationship between the land expropriation scope, and the land use planning The total housing ratio, the proportion of regional housing, the existing ratio, the availability of housing, and the planning level of support and the degree of integration (2) Initial Risk Level
The risk level refers to certain conditions and within a certain period of time, due to the uncertainty of the results leading to the loss of the behavior of the main body size and the possibility of the loss of size. For the risk probability, the impact of the matrix method was mainly used to analyze the main risk factors of the project and determine the grades of the major risk factors (Figure 4 and Table 3 ). analyze the main risk factors of the project and determine the grades of the major risk factors ( Figure  4 and Table 3 ). According to the Provisional Measures for Risk Assessment, the social security risk rating of major projects was divided into three levels [67] , and the reference standards of various risk ratings are shown in Table 4 .
Single assessments were made for the four types of risk in the project. In order to measure the overall risk of the project easily, this study quantified the possibility of each kind of risk occurring and then determined the comprehensive risk of the project. The method for calculating comprehensive risk is as follows: According to the Provisional Measures for Risk Assessment, the social security risk rating of major projects was divided into three levels [67] , and the reference standards of various risk ratings are shown in Table 4 .
Single assessments were made for the four types of risk in the project. In order to measure the overall risk of the project easily, this study quantified the possibility of each kind of risk occurring and then determined the comprehensive risk of the project. The method for calculating comprehensive risk is as follows:
where W refers to the weights of various risk factors. It is determined based on the results of the questionnaire. C represents the risk probability level. This study divided the risk rating into five grades. The risk events at each stage of the project take different forms, including leaflets, letters and visits, parades, traffic congestion, and the involvement of government departments. The risk consequences caused by all kinds of risk events and the impacts of risk levels are different [67] . According to the impact and stability of the affected cities and surrounding cities, the classifications are shown in Table 5 . Table 4 . Social stability risk rating criteria for reference.
Level of Risk
High (Significant Negative Impact)
Moderate (High Negative Impact)
Low (Normal Negative Impact)
General assessment criteria
Most people have an objection or a different opinion on the project, i.e., they reflect particularly strongly. This may cause large-scale mass events Some people have an objection or a different opinion on the project, i.e., they reflect strongly. This may cause conflict
Most of the masses understand and support the project, but a small number of people have an objection or a different opinion on the project. Contradictions can be prevented and resolved through effective work 
Results
Initial Risk Rating of the Project
In terms of risk factors based on various factors, the initial risk level of the project was low risk (0.32 < 0.36). The comprehensive risk index of the project was 0.32 (Table 6 ). 
Resolution Measures
In view of the above unfavorable risk factors that may cause social instability, the following countermeasures and measures were suggested:
(1) Risk caused by land expropriation standards and the high expectations of the masses Strictly follow the requirements of the implementation of the standard of compensation for land expropriation, communicate well with the affected people, strengthen education, carry out advocacy measure, and remove the contradiction.
(2) Risk caused by land ownership disputes or uncertain landlords Land ownership is unclear and should proceed from reality and use facts to maintain the principle of objective and fair treatment. The handling of work must be strictly in accordance with the laws and regulations of the process.
(3) Risk caused by land expropriation compensation not being released in a timely manner The compensation fee for land expropriation must be paid in full within three months as of the date of approval of the compensation and the resettlement plan for land expropriation; it cannot be paid in installments. It is strictly forbidden to depose, encroach, retain, or misappropriate other land use rights to ensure the timely payment of compensation fees for land expropriation.
(4) Risk caused by compensation for the violation of temporary planting of young crops or ground attachments with the high expectations of the masses According to the relevant state-owned policies, before land expropriation is submitted for approval, according to law, the local land and resources department must inform the affected rural collective economic organizations and relevant farmers of the requisitioned land use contents, locations, compensation rates, and resettlement methods in written form. After informing, all non-violating temporary planting of young crops or temporarily attached ground attachments shall not be compensated for when they are requisitioned. Relevant functional departments should do a good job in education, publicity, and interpretation before land expropriation to ensure early prevention.
Risk Level after the Measure
After implementing various risk prevention and mitigation measures, the number of stakeholders adversely affected by the project may be reduced, the project's compatibility with the local community seems like enhanced, and the number of risk events that may arise also seems like reduced. After the measures are implemented, the risk level of the project will be reduced ostensibly.
Assessment Results
Regarding the questionnaire conducted on the surrounding people and the issuance of opinions and suggestions, none of the respondents raised objections about the land expropriation project of Jinsong Old-age Care Services Center in Dingzhou City, Hebei Province. The land expropriation and compensation of this project has strictly implemented the relevant compensation standards of Dingzhou City, Hebei Province.
•
A land expropriation stability risk assessment was carried out in an orderly manner, with publicity in place. The assessment was in line with relevant laws and regulations as well as local reality and the interests of the masses.
• Using the comprehensive assessment of the risk index, the project's risk index was calculated to be 0.32. According to the standard of risk classification, the initial risk level of the project is Low (Normal negative impact).
The social stability risk assessment of land expropriation identified that the overall risk level of the land expropriation of the land parcel is low risk, and the project will be implemented in the context of the related preplan and the resettlement compensation plan.
Discussion
The Main Risks and Causes of Land Expropriation
The main risk with land expropriation is that the procedure of land expropriation is not standardized. For example, land acquisition projects do not fully comply with land acquisition procedures, and land compensation costs cannot be paid to farmers [63] . The abuse of power by land expropriators will also lead to the risk of land expropriation. For example, most remote rural areas still carry out the tradition of burying. The location of a funeral is often in farmland that has been cultivated for generations. Once the farmland has been expropriated, the construction team often enters the farmland without the consent of the farmer and only with the permission of the government unilaterally. They are "stationed" in the farmland to carry out preliminary construction, for example, the construction of walls and fences. For other land to be expropriated, they draw a circle on the ground and occupy it. These behaviors will be regarded by farmers as disrespectful to their ancestors, so land expropriators have contradictions and can even cause conflicts. Besides, on the land about to be expropriated, crops may be about to mature and harvest, but the construction team may not wait for the farmers to harvest and blindly "catch up" the crops. Farmers will cause conflict because of the destruction of the crops on which they depend, resulting in some villagers blocking the construction of land expropriation.
In view of the resistant behavior of farmers caused by the above factors, land expropriators have taken stable risk reduction measures in order to reduce social risks and maintain social stability. This mainly includes the following measures:
•
Strengthening propaganda and advocating the significance and legitimacy of Land expropriation; • Issuing land expropriation process, compensation procedure standards, and personnel placement policies; • Early investigation of possible risks arising from land expropriation; • Local justice, community letters and visits. Village committees coordinate one by one to resolve the risk of land expropriation.
Characteristics of the Land Expropriation Risk Assessment System
Since the reform and opening up over more than 30 years, with the development of socialist democracy and laws, Chinese land expropriation procedures have been improved and the procedures for land expropriation have been strengthened. We found that the current social risk assessment framework is a good way to evaluate the risk of land expropriation projects. Nevertheless, there are still outstanding problems. As a result of land expropriation disputes, illegal land use has accounted for more than 70% of the total petition cases. Of the Chinese Court Cases in 2015, 35,726 cases were related to land acquisition [68] .
At the level of laws and regulations, the issue of "attaching importance to substance but neglecting procedure" has not fundamentally changed, and the guarantee of farmers' right to know, participate in, and supervise the land requisitioned is not enough [66] . For example, we found that the provisions of the law only concern the investigation of land expropriation, focusing on the present situation of utilization and the ownership of property rights, geological risks, and other natural and economic conditions. However, they lack social risk investigation on land expropriation implementation. Moreover, the provisions of the law concerning the enforcement of land expropriation reinforce the obligations of collective economic organizations and farmers but lack coordination and adjudication of disputes over compensation and placement.
From the execution level of laws and regulations, non-standard and improper execution problems are quite common, and quite a large part of land expropriation gives rise to the selective execution phenomenon. For example, farmers who have their land requisitioned do not have sufficient participation in land expropriation and confirmation and hearing procedures are seldom strictly implemented. Most of them only confirm the results of the investigation in advance, understand the compensation standards and resettlement schemes for land expropriation in advance, and have no substantial impact on the decision to carry out land expropriation. The announcement of land expropriation has detailed provisions on the time and content of land expropriation and the time and content of the compensation and resettlement scheme of land expropriation, but the actual implementation is insufficient.
In order to forecast the contradictions, disputes, and potential risks caused by land expropriation, the social stability risk assessment system of land expropriation carries out a comprehensive analysis and assessment of projects related to land expropriation or agricultural land conversion before administrative examination and approval [69] . The current land expropriation risk assessment system reflects the willing of landless masses and evaluates social risks and potential problems. "Risk identification" and "Risk reduction" are key components of a social stability risk assessment system, and comprehensive risk is the result of the risk reduction through the social stability risk assessment system. The current social stability risk assessment system is thus a means of maintaining social stability [70] . Therefore, maintaining social stability is the core of the system rather than risk ( Figure 5 ). The disadvantage of the current social stability risk assessment system for land expropriation is that even if the land expropriation project draws a low risk conclusion through the evaluation, it contains risk factors and both the land expropriator and the expropriated farmers know it contains risks. Even though the risks have not been completely solved, the land expropriation project is implemented hastily. As a result, the land expropriation party invests significant manpower and funds to maintain the stability of the land expropriation project in the later stage of the land expropriation project. Therefore, there are some deficiencies in the current system. The assessment responsibility of the current land expropriation risk assessment system is unclear. The function orientation of the current land expropriation risk assessment system is ambiguous. The procedure of the current land expropriation risk assessment system is nonstandard.
A Comparison between the Present Study and Previous Studies
To examined social stability risks caused by rural land acquisition in China, Wang et al. (2014) investigated 151 administrative villages in 15 provinces (including Jiangsu, Beijing, Liaoning, Shandong, Guangdong, Hebei, Hunan, Henan, Hubei, Anhui, Jilin, Yunnan, Guangxi, Sichuan and Gansu) have been undergoing land expropriation. Their research subjects include farmers who have been working at home for a long time, migrant workers who have returned to their hometowns, and self-employed households with non-agricultural income in their hometowns, which ensure the extensiveness of the research samples. Their results showed that the value of social stability risk index in current rural land expropriation has been reached to 0.68, and it belonged to high (significant negative impact) social risks in term of social stability risk rating criteria. In particular, they found there are different social stability risks among east region, central region and west region of China, However, the risks caused by land acquisition are not much different, and they are all at a high (significant negative impact) social risk level [47] (Table 7 ). Comparing with the previous study, our research findings confirm that the risk assessment system of land expropriation in China is aimed at maintaining social stability [70] . It contains preparatory procedures for reducing social risk. After any high risk land expropriation project is evaluated, it can be concluded that, on the one hand, there are risk factors, or on the other hand, the risk is very low. This determines whether or not the preparatory procedure for reducing social risk is implemented. The advantage of the current social stability risk assessment system for land expropriation is that it can reduce the waiting time for land expropriation projects. Land expropriation projects will not be stranded or even delayed because of the high risk level.
Conclusions and Policy Implications
Conclusions
Based on a case study of land expropriation social stability risk assessment in China, this study investigated the social stability risk caused by land expropriation. The current social stability risk assessment system of land expropriation was analyzed. The results showed that: (1) the current land expropriation risk assessment system mostly considers the land administration department to be the main body of responsibility, identifies the risk by means of seminars, letters and visits, and takes the opinion of the masses or experts as the risk assessment result. In the course of practice, there is an unclear appraisal subject, unclear functional orientation, and unscientific assessment process, among other issues. (2) The current land expropriation risk assessment system should be standardized in terms of defining the risk assessment of land expropriation, improving the land expropriation risk assessment system, and optimizing the land expropriation assessment procedures. To ensure that risk assessment is carried out at the time of construction project establishment and that a scientific and objective assessment method is adopted to establish a risk assessment system that includes land expropriation risk assessment, demolition risk assessment, and environmental impact assessment, the main role of local governments in the risk assessment must be clarified and the land expropriation conflict assessment of supporting mechanisms and regulatory mechanisms must be established and improved.
Policy Implications
Based on the above analysis, we think that the reform of the land expropriation procedure should focus on the following aspects:
(1) Establishment of a land expropriation pre-announcement system: The county government is responsible for drawing up the land expropriation plan. The preannouncement should be made in the townships (towns) and villages where the land is to be expropriated by means of land use, compensation standards, resettlement channels, and social security measures. As the main body of land expropriation, the government should fully listen to the opinions of the members of the collective rural economic organizations and sign agreements with the vast majority of the members of the collective economic organizations or the farmers. Land expropriation can only be initiated after land expropriation compensation and social security charges are implemented. (2) Establishing the system of confirming the results of land expropriation investigation: After the announcement of the proposed expropriation of land is issued, the local administrative organ should, together with the village collective economic organizations, jointly carry out the site investigation of the land expropriation, and conduct field investigation on the title, category, area, title, type, quantity, etc. of the land to be expropriated. Finally, it should be confirmed by the collective economic organizations, farmers, and property owners of the land expropriated rural areas. give full attention to the functions of administrative mediation, administrative reconsideration, administrative litigation, and judicial arbitration to prevent and resolve contradictions and disputes over land expropriation. On the other hand, the government should clarify ways to resolve the differences in land expropriation and compensation agreements within collective rural economic organizations. (4) Standardizing the publicity of land expropriation Information: Land expropriation approval documents, scope, compensation, resettlement, and other information should be unified and made public by the county government and should be subject to supervision by the masses and society. In addition to the confidential content, the relevant land expropriation information should be made public.
